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An example of an IN service is Toll Free Calling (800 and 888 number

dialing). At an IN SSP, a call that is to a number that begins "800" is processed

by toll free service logic in the switch. In order to determine how the call

should be routed through the network, the service logic in the switch

la\U'\ches a query to the toll free database in an SCP. The query message

contains the toll free nwnber (8DO-NXX-XXXX). The SCP determines the

routing information associated with the number it received in the query

message. The rou~'""lg information will be either a Carrier Identification Code

(CIC), or a nonr.al "routable" number. The SCP sends a response message

which contains t.~e routing information associated with the toll free nwnber

it received. \\Then the SSP continues processing the call, it will use the

received information to route the call to its final destination. As with all N

services, the service logic for toll free service resides in the switch. The SCP

serves only as a database. Because the service logic exists in the SSP for N

services, the s\'titc..~ .....ill reject any message it receives that contains

para.--:-.eters that a.:e not put of the toll free service.

IN senices are developed by vendors who respond to require:nents

written by (or lor) Ameritech. Ameritech does not develop the service logic

for N services that reside in the SSP, or the database software that resides in

an t': SCPo Ameritech only configures the software and populates parameters

and tables. The operation of the IN service at the most basic level is

controlled by the s"..'itch vendors who develop the service specific logic. For

example, to support expansion of toll free dialing to the "888" prefix,
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Ameritech had to request its switch vendors to modify their switch software

to recognize "888" as a toll free prefix.

AIN introduced the concept of placing "triggers" wiLlUn the normal

call processing sequence of a switch. IN queries are launched as the result of

service specific processing that is encountered by a call. A call encounters a

"trigger" at a certain pre-defined place within the call processing sequence.

AIN defines which places in the call processing sequence may contain

triggers. These may include when a phone is lifted from its aadle, when a

customer has completed dialing, when the s~"itch is analyzing digits to select

a route for the call, and when the called line has been selected by a switch. If

certain conditions exist for a call when it encounters a "trigger", then the

switch will transmit an AIN query message into the 557 network. The

information that will be included in the query is determined by-parameters

associated ~"ith the specific trigger. For example, a switch may be configured

so that a trigger is placed within the analysis of dialed digits, such that a query

to an SCP will be aeated whenever the first six digits of a ten digit number are

"847·248". Some triggers are associated with an indi\"idual line (e.g., detecting

that a customer has lifted her handset>, and some triggers are associated with

the entire switch (e.g., detecting when aI\Y customer has dialed a call to the

847·248 office code). An AIN trigger is not a physical entity. It is a set of

software conditions within the call processing software.

When the SCP receives the query, it processes the message. Depending

on the parameters present in the message, and the contents of those

Page 3
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parameters, the service logic in the SCP will determine how the processing of

the ir.dividual call should proceed at the SSP. The service logic then aeates a

response message containing the proper parameters and values that should

cause the switch to process the call as desired. When the response is received

by the SSP, it uses the parameters and values received from the SCP to

continue processing the call. The SSP has no knowledge about the details of

the AIN sen'ice, it merely executes call processing using the parameters

provided bj' the SCP. 1£ the configuration of the trigger in the SSP, t.."le

message routing configurations in the SS7 network, and the service logic in

the SCP have been designed correctly, the AIN service should function as

designed.

Associated v.;th the AIN SCP is a Service Creation Environment (SCE) and

Service Management System (SMS). The SCE and SMS allows Ameritec.h to

desip a.'"\d Ir.anage the sen'ice logic and data that are loaded into an SCP for

an~ sen'ice. The switch and SO' vendors provide logical capabilities

which Ameritec:h uses to aeate each AIN service. The switch and SCP

vendors may have no knowledge of the specific AIN services that Ameritech

has aeated.

A1N and 1:': differ primarily in two ways. The first way is the location

of the service logic within the network. For IN services, the service logic

resides in the SSP, while for AIN services the service logic: resides v.'ithin the

SCP. n.e second ,,'IV AN and I!'1 services differ is in the control of the-
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service logic. For IN services, the service logic: is designed by the switch

vendors. For AIN services, Ameritech uses the predefined structures

provided by the vendors to aBte service logic: for the SO'.

Direct, unmediated access to AIN triggers as defined by AT&T is not

tec:hrJcally feasible at this time. AIN was not designed with netWork

interconnection in mind, and direct access would place Ameritech's network,

customers, and other servic:e providers at risk.
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Mr. Wi11iam F. Cucn
ActinI Sec:rewy
FednJ CO~c:a:iOElSCommission
1919 M SC'IC, N.W., Rcom m
Wasbi.=.gtOD.. D.C. :0554

R.e: :Ex Pan~ CC Docket No. 91-346, Imc11isem Ne:worX
l • ~

Dcar Mr. Ca1Cln:
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: ,

In a.c::rez:ce ",ith:he Comcission's rule sove:rmng G 'i'z.t! ~rese::n";or.s. i)lwe
W«ia:e :.bis lener ",ith the a.bove·rei~ced pJ'1)Cee:iing.

A d\:j:uwe co;:)' is provided to cotlf.-m recC:pt. Ifyou should have L"ZY ques:or.s.,
pleue give me I call.

1
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~1ay ~, • 1996

Ms. Ream. Keeney
Chief. Common Canier Bure3u
Fecer:l1 Communications Commission
1919 MStreet. N.W•• Room SOD
Washinlt0n. D.C. :0554

Dear Ms. Keeney:

:,j~y 28 1996

1 '
I

- I

The i'W'l'0se of this lener is:o re!~cnci to the e:t ;:zrte mea by AT&T in this
l'roc:::::'a wed April 1O. 1996. whmin .~T&T anempte: :0 :1ce:ess conce~ raised
by se..-erzJ of the companies ti'.at comprise the Joint LECsl conce:::ing AT&Ts Phase
II proposal for un:ne:.iueci access to the LEC's intelliie:lt neNo·orx..:

AT&T. as cielmeucc in the anacbed matri."t. has lenerally mischancte:'izcd the intent
ofIbe Joint LEes concer:Uni many of the mediation issues cited in the eulier filings
concc~g AT&T! Phase II plan. The Joint LECs are not swayed by AT&Ts
generally unsupponed assertions conce:m.~g the potency of iu proposal for
certification L"ld testing as a replacement for real-time. call-by-eall meciiation
techrjques. The Joint LECs remain con..inced that the best me:ms to move fOT'\\"ard
toward e~jy deployment oimeciiated open access to the LEC's IN is through
coope:-ati\'e industry iab teS"..s L"lC field :.rials as cefi:led ..\;trun the context oiIbe LEe
Proposal fer an Industry IS Project. J Tne Joint LECs do not believe that AT&Ts
Phase 11 ;:lz.n is workable. cven as L"l ir.~e:'i= ste;:. cue ;::imzt.iy to the network L"lQ
ser-.icc ir.:e;-:i!)', reiiability L"lC sc:"\ic: :ssun.~ce conce::1S outlined i.~ the ~::..acb:ner.:.s

to this lene~.

AT&T would have the Con-.nUssion beHe\'e t.~t C'::%ion olIN services is a
straiihtfOT'\\wd marter ana t.~t the LEes In deliberately \\ithholding access. AIN
smice cration is not IS sitnpie 2.S AT&T SUllens. and wt the diffica1ties of

, Sec OTI Ex Pane wed September I~. 199!. Bell Auanuc E.'t Pane Gated O~obcr :!,. 1995. SBC E:t
P:..~e we: Jar.ua.-:' II. 1996. as mocHficd on J&n\W'"f 1~. 1996. &nC Pacific Bell E... Pane wed May 10. 1996.

: See. for nam~ic. AT&:.Ts Ex Pr.c ;mr::t:ations wed AUI\lSt:!1. 199!. Fr:~nwy :!9. 1996. and March
:~. 1996.
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~ts, Rc;ir.a Kec:'lcy
May til, 1996
Pqe Two

resol-.ina the issues of S\Ioitch \'c:'ldor implementation dine:,:::e:s and fe:..~e

intencticr.s arc si;nifiCJnt ana have impeae:i me cieployment of AIN basco sc:'\ic:s.
The L.Ees arc sUiieStini use of caution and rmraint in opcnina access to this
technolo(Y in larae pan bued on their ov.~ c:'q'Cric:1ce \\ith the diffic-"Uties in
impleme:'ltir.1 senices \\ithin their 0"1\ netwOrks,

Tne Joint L.ECs cncour&le the Commission to eliminate =cmainty about potential
ou=omes of this proceedina z.nd assist the inaustl')' in rnovini forward. to resolve
teeb:Uc:l.1 and other issues sumundini third pany access to IN, Only Wculh
cooperative indusay lemni in a lab environment followed by technical trials "ill
\iable solutions enle%ie, TriaJing inc!hidual proposals usinllive CUStom:: t:'affic \\ith
\'irNall)' no mcaiation as pro~osec by AT&T can only result in adve:-se c:::nsc:;1:cnc:s
:·or network :roviders :md the C~tomers they serve., .

If you have a:.y questions or would like to discuss these ~oints i\::-.he:'. ~;:~: c:n12c:
me on 10:·~:6·8860.

OH-/c7\· 6J~
Sandn L. Wagner U

cc: ?Jc:.z:;i ~1etzi=:'

PJchrci Welch
John :-':akahata
Jim C!Sserly
Pete Bellin
Dan Gonzalez
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Page 1, GTE's Identified Harm No.1 I
GTE's Statement:

"AT&Ts proposal also isnorcs conswner impaas Uw could remit from imroducing IN scrvicc.s
that have the potential to conflict with existing switch·ba.seci services."

AT&T's Characterization of GTE's Statement:

"Triager interaction cor.flias are prevented by end Deice provisioning..JoUu cenmeation lesting
effo:'".s between the LEes and the third pany IN service providers will be imPOrtant to identify
fe.wre interactions. jun as h is in the L£C-eniy IN environment.

Nt example ofan allowable IN baseci fwure..CaIlinS Pany Number and the Dialed Address
DigitS to the nearest roore locaz:ion.

Now suppose Subscr."ber B (Sl\'R. subscriber) also bas the Call Wahina Term;,~'t:ina (evtr)
fear.:re (CWT uses a tone to inform a busy swion user thu another call is waitinS) and a TAT
trigge:- wigne:! (as a result of the 's}'''R service). A line a.ssoci&ted with a TAT U'iUer can have
CWi assigned. For cz.l!s te::,.irwin; on this line. the SCP is queried before the cm featW'e
lC':lvation takes pla.ce. !!the sa fetWToS the row to the same !inc and t.iis line is busy, I call
wa.iti:.g :one is ~rovice.: if the line is found to be busy.

A"'lY negative feuure i:4~e:'U':ions which t:'.ay occur apply equ.aJ1y to the LEe. For eXlmple,
ll..110:r.a.:iC callback/rt"'..:.:l is ciisa.bied when an IN trigger is encountered.

GTE's Response:

Co:,:!inued on nm page
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AT&T~ GTE's swcmet cut OfCODlc:a. CiTE indicated Uw manase:n=n ofthue f'wure
imenc:cns will require changes to =sting business processes and systems. OTE 5mba' swte!
tha1 this is alre.a.dy a dii5~~i1 wk (or the LEC and is even Nnher ccmplicued when third party
access is ~ofld in. An iDvutipzion mtc aetU&1 services ofi'ere::i by LECs shows t1w mw
market type services are just beJi:ming to be intrOduced. Molt services cwrently in the market
are co.momiud for business applications.

GTE :s only beFming to dwe the processes and systems requiremcms necessary to mana.se
these mteractions. Much work re:naim! These systems must also be capable ofidcmifyina the
switc.i technolo!)' smini the subscriber and me ienerie switch release. AIN &Dei switch based
future i.'\tcr&c-.ions vary by switch type and switch alnene release. A system 1bat m&n&ies a.ncl
re:o~ these interactions must be developed. These systems do Dot yet exist. AT"Ts
comme:n Uw -joint eeni!=on tes=a efforts betWeeD the LEC and Ihird pany..- will solve this
problem is incorrect. These imera=:ions must be mapped and imeped into the from end
orde:=J'lS systt:ns to minimize customer coaNsiOD and problems.

AT&Ts cxa.:onpJe where A1nomatie CaIlback and Automuic Ibcall is disabled when an IN triiler
is enccur.tere:i is not an acCUtl%e swemem. Imencdons with these feaNres is depe.'\cient upon
which~ U'iaier is encountered. These fu:ures are supposed to operate properly &t a TAT
:ngge:.
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Page 1. eTE's Identified Harm No.2

GTE's Statement:

Cor.swnc:s will be re:;uired to choose between subscri'oini to a new IN service Dr maintaining
their existing switch-based s=vices.

AT&T's Charaeterization of GTE's Statement:

-IN !ar.ues can imC'&C 'lrith !Witch-based. It is wimin the comrol orw service provider(s) to
crute oire:inp which co not allow com5i=in1 services. where s=vice providers wish to offer
both IN and switch-based services to CUStomers. Any interacions would be ide=i:5ed and
resolved throup joint testin& c50ns berore me service is offered to the public:. To mmimize
interacion possibiJiues usinl me temns e!'ortS befOre me services is o&ed to me pubUc. To
minimize interactioD possibUiues mini the current IN implemem.uion., the prefcred case is to
have a single SCP provider per line for all muers. For eump1e. ca1I waim1I as a switch·based
future may not Nnc:ion in me presence ornol-bued fea:wu. however IUtoawic re:a.1l as a
switch based rcuure :roay not fUnction in the presc.'1Ce orIN based teazures.

IN c2.iJ p~ocwi."1g ..\:?en the prOFession Dime WI stale model (i.e.• OFF-hook i.-r.=e:.we. Off·
Heck Delay, fwure C:lce Dialing. 3/6/10, N11, TAT) ana whether oria:izw:ing or te~r.atini
fur.::es are S".Joscibed. Refer:o Table 1!or trigger a.ssignments.

While there may be s.ome cases where usc:"S may have to choose betWeen IN and switch-bued
fea:.res, it is withi:l the comol of the se.-.ice provider. througbjoint efi"ortS 'lrith me LEC, to
identi.:y, test and ce:"ti.:y these ca.ses prior to service intrQductioD. Indeed, custome:'1 may have to
choose berwee~ IN based and switch·based services during customer provisionir.g, just as they
do when cffe~ed con:lic:ing s=vices by the LEC.-

GTE's Response:

Ccr.~'Jed on nex: ~age
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~.~ed ;'''1 GTE's response to Ide."1tiSed Ha.r.n j# I, the business processes and suPPOrt systems
InCluding the from end ordering/provisioning syncs are :1ot cummiy capable o(man,gins
fwure intenctions on I mechanized basis. OlE believes tba% third pany input requirementS are
necessary bt!ore 5:W solutions arc irnple:ne:lled. These requirementS and input are amicipued
via the IndUSUj' IN Project proposed to the FCC.

AT&T asain indica.tes that interaction issues \1rilJ be idc::med mel rescived thrcu;hjoint testing
effortS. In order for these interactions to be tested.. identined and rcsoived., G1'E will require
detailed knowledac of AT&T's service. AT"-T ha.s opposed mediated ac:ess to SMS as a viable
solution to allow third pany access to LEe AIN capabDiUes. Their lJ1UZDem under this imdce
amngemC:lt is that they are required to provide LECs their service ducriptions which would
allow the LECs to use their ideas a.p.Wt them via compctinl seMCCS. GTE has &nCOuraaed this
type of&mns=em as a mans to mmimize future imenction issues prior to bavinl tools in
place to manaae them on a real time basis and allow third p&nies to emer %he market as soon as
possible. CiTE's mOUve is not to Ileal ATlt.Ts service kias.

AT&Ts SWC:DL~ tlw a to minimize ir.terac:ion possibilmu usinl me eumm IN implemcnwion,
the prefcrrtd case is to have a sinaJe SCP provider per line for all milL'· misr'epresc,"ltS fu:ure
interaction issues and limitS subscribers ability to purchue IN services :6'om cmltiple IN service
providers. IIa customer S'.:bsc:ribinS to IN provider A for an ori;i:w:ins type smoice calls a
se:::nd subscriberwno subscribes to IN provider B for a tenr.ir.a:ina t)"Pe service AT&T's single
pro\ider ir.t~.ion arsumem becomes flawed. Just became only one IN service pro\ider ha.s
access to all trigge."1 for a Biven subscribers line, fumre imera.ctions are not mmimized..

J'
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Paie 2, GTE's Identified Harm No.3

GTE's Statement:

AT&Ts~ that c::e:: a.c:css to muen can 0== today without medWiCD is scricusly
fl&wed. AT&T cla:ms :iw meciW:ion fUncticDS &1twiy east in the DftWOrK tcensure DlmVork
rw&billry wi integ:o::y. GTE qrees t1'W the toUowinl mediation 1\m=icDS an coma.iDed in
Gateway STPs: oriF:'.z.:icn &te:mmaunl pow eodu. rou=; fim=ions such IS on b&sed CD

n. Mlsyr-e.":1 i wii='_onems and allowed CallinI pany Address" Called pany Address.

AT&T's Characterization of GTE's Statement:

eBuic sc:ema..:esule rou%ina are:

• Ori~i Point COQe (OPC) aM DesDzwicn Poim Cod, (Ope)
• SCCP C&lling Pa.-ry Addless and C&Ued Pany Address

•". a.r.d OTA

At u:h Icvci Qr...&:'.:~c~~ce:nc~t treatmcnt.

t:'r.:e~ to..oil s:e:-.z:.o....SCP ;:rc-.idc~. ether se:vi:e ;:ro-.idcrs in the same ~., ....~~ ;a..-.nOt =e
i~~l::~.·

GTE's Response:

Cc::::::.:ee Cl'l ncx: i=l.ie
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OTE 'poees with AT&Ts descri1'Uon oChow SSi TCAP messqes 1ft routed. lJatOmm&1tiy,
AT&T has misr~emed UI'E's comme::. The basis scr=iq and rcu=; Amctions
perienned toci&)' wiil ONY vallcWe ttw me Ihird PInY is amhonzeci to sed wi receive TCAP
messa.ges for amborize= messaaes or PU'lmcters.

The basis SS' mess&le swc::urc mat U'InSmiu TCAP messqll required f'or IN ecmams three
ccmpenc."1u. The 6m compone:u is called the Messqe Transfer Pan (MTP) which includes the
Sip'.&iina Peint Code (SPC) of'the messqe oriJizwor and the SPC oCthe daD:wien ttw will
peri'crm ProcusUli on the messale. In the cue ofGlobal ntIe T~I!ltion (GTr) IS des=ibec!
by AT&T. the destbwion is the SPC of'the sn I!w wiD pcrfcrm the on. The second
coeponent is called the SisnaJinl COzmecdOD Comrol Pan (SCeP). The sca ecmms the
infon:wion DtceIIIJ"'f to SUPPO" on. FOf SSP oriPwed IN queries. me SCeP coaWDs the
TrazWatioD Type (TT) aDd Globa! T'dle Addn:ss (OTA) Meal,.,. \0 pedcrm the on 11 the
ST? For mISSIles rwmed to the SSP !'om me SCP, it eamams the SPC aDd me Subl)'ltCl
Number (SSN) oClbe SSP oriliT'.nT'11he query. The tb!rd componem is me a=a1 Trmsactien
Capability ApplicaDons Pan (TCAP) which U1DImiume IN iDtonzwion bcrweeD the SSP and
SCP. The basic sS7Isn sc:re=ml am! roU\in1 Nn=ions idcmi!ed by ATIt.T dOllot look It the
con:e~u of1he TCAP component oflbe messqe. GTE's oripw ecmmcms addressee! the Deed
1e s:ree."1 the ccnttnu oftl'le TCAP mt:Sl&le bec:ame this is where mort or1he wdes:inble
in:e~~:'".iQns \\ill ocC'.:.r. .At. new form of'm=Wion is ~""Uired to screen the comenu of the TCAP
mels.a.;e feT all allowed o?eratiens.

Th: :uic SS' protocol only JUl)pons. m&.oC!mzm on~6 n values. Si.Dce Ibcre is • limited
qua:.::y of "&lues 1\'Jlla.blc, can must be ukc:l1S 10 how these are Wli:e:cL Some of these
val~c.s have &.!rudy been a.s.siFec! (..,r SS, appUcuions such as CaIliDS Card Valic1&:ion, 800
Dwue , Calli=S Name Delivery, Cellular :R.camin&, MlSSlie Waltiq. and mow versions of
IN. MlnY n values have be= wiFed indepCNIcmly by a:h LEe. 1D lOme cases the same
UC ha.s used d.i6e:ent values for the I&mI applica::ion in diB'cre:u STPs wWzin meir DetWOrk.

Some IN piz.:fer:ns re:suin tha1 multiple os be as.si;neQ to d.i!'c:remiue IN services.

Aj &Ts ?TOpesaJ 10 assi;=: a n value to each Wrd pa."'t)' provide::' =m be ccDSi::!e~ed ~e:.illy

in l:;:'~ oftJo.is liJr.iation. \\~&111 third pany proviae require more than one n i!1hey desire U'..u
C\l.::~:S :0 be :Ol.:tec! 10 m:.zi::j)le sa pladorms? \\~U1 diE~ services require SCj)&:&:e rr
..·z.:;,;:S! on S'.:ucns :1'.&1 beere n values arc assi;:ne: to thl:d pany IN provice:s a: in:us::'
y::.:e=: is ne:essary to deten:ine how third pin)' mCSS&ies will be roUted in. consiste:n anti
su:.:rc ~uis by all LEes. AJlbouP wiFlinI TT values to u.ch unrd pany IN provider ht!;:s
to ~~e\'er.t AeO COmTois £Oem CftC provider C&USin1 other providers' calls &-om bciq a6ected.
other &i:e:::.a:.ivcs rmm also be coZllidnd. ODe altenwive would be provided via. media:ion
Nr.:'".icr.. The indUStry only bas to look It me~ ofClZTier CodlS c:urr=Jy wiFed. This
fa: exce~ 2S61Od.ay. 11 is ecftceivable th&t rmy IXistinf eanier wilh. CC may be intereste:
in C:!t:ini IN services. Similar to the siJDi!=am com Ileeau:y toexpw ac codes ~om 0)
to (4) di;:it.S. the COStS to et'pcd beyond 156 TT values will be sipiicam.
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Paae 3, GTE's Identified Harm No.4

GTE's Statement:

-nae CX:S=I GIleway 51P medWion Amaions do Dot provide a:ry level ofsc:e:::=a reWed
to IS me:ssa.;es On=& a.ci\'IftCe:! IN UlmWions types or subsystem zwmbIrs an &i10\lr'eQ.-

AT&T's Characterization orCTE.'s Statement:

-Cu:rcmly. the 557 messqu passed betWHft LECI and !XCI art beiDa screeneci. 1~r lampie
the M=h ca.n ~heck fer such coDdmons a response nmer cxpiruioD, wapecled :neuaacs.
\m=f)e=ed mauae sequceu., Wl8XptlCled panmaer MqUlmel&, IITDDIOUI dIle vaiull., missinl
parameta. iftvIlid AMA p&:'IZ'Daers., query faDwcs. carrier type mism"=a and JZW:Iy others,
The sa ca.n dalCl and~n errors as weU.. Errors daced by 1ft sa iftdude uscriber
records Dot found subSC\OIf dw incoDSuumcy, 1N a.pp5ca:iOD mora. SSP COmzz:u:i=iOD
wh:ra and Outlomg TCAP messaae &I1ur& ne sn bas the capabiJity to pcfcrm mor
de~e::ic%l&t the 1i=k levei (e.I., to deteCt mmmissiOD erTOrs), bui~.lmIr connec:iQD It lbe line
le"ei wou;.; re::a.:lS:TUssicn. sip.a.llna U'd~ InID&llmeDl to divcn U'&!!~ from cODsmed are:as,
sii=".a.:i:~i li:.ic D:.&r.l!e.-r.e::t to restor. faIleeS li:W. sipalins roUII ftWlIIemeDt to COZIYry ne:work
S1&::':S. r.c:i!:.::on of r~~S)'Sttm WlW" wou;h Subsystem.Prohibited meuqu., z:.d U1:'.s::i-..aJ
of So;bsyr.e::·Out.cf.S.:V;ec Request to allow & subsystem to 10 out ofservice "';~OUt

d.;:",,;:-! neNo'ork pt:i::=a:~ce.

GTE's Response:

OTE &gre=5 ~ith AT&Ts Qverall desc:ipcon offim=ions performed &% lbe SSP, sa a."1Q m
nerwork c!cc:s re:.ur.·, to processing IN messaacs, From an STP perspective, these art
ae::.:"2.! f,;:.c-.ions pe.-ic."'::)e:i fer all S57 mes.s&!a iDdepende:u ofnl.

Frc~ I S"~~teh (SSP) ~e~~..~·e, most efthe fu.nc:icns idcntiSed by AT&T an bllie IS me:ssa.;.
~~-::;~::"'i r~;::SSCS U-.z.: \6ll:ia:e response mUS&!cs received !"em an SCP. 'These ~I buic
,,·a.:.::.a::c:: t~:::'".icr.s ::.z.: US'Jre tr.a:t the messa.ie is properly fennaned. Uw zr.a:u:z:cz;.' eie.~e~u
z:e ;~:s~: &:.: e~C:'le-::.:.s :.&:.& has not been received. 'Th. SSP dea Det cbecle !eT '~-alid ~\iA

~z:z.-::c~,~s·, ':a.'Tit:' ::,-r' rroiC'.I1=hu", and -zr.any others- u rwed by AT&T. on :oa not
l.lr.:=:-r.z.:: wiw AT&! :ca."1S by -irrt-alid Jw"1.A panmetc:s" for "came: t)"Pe zr':s:r.a:c:cs-, The
SS? :O'S ~Ct bow if a.~ IX A.:\-1A record is \0 be awed for lb. call. ItI Carrie: C:c!e is
r.:=:,'C= :'~.l: is ~t:':.-.: :-e:n the PIC'd carrier. the switch ",ill accc;n me sa rc=ed Ca."'ri~

Coce wit:.OUl any screc:.inl.

Mor. 0:- t:.. r.:."1C':iODS cCSC'ibeQ by AT&T are buic C~c:a:iQD checb that an DICas&:y \0
allow Irly ::.:::! pa.ny \0 mtcrccnnect "ith GTE's aipallq DetWOrk iDdeplDdau ofIN lDUSlfe
h&:.:l::.a· T:.ry co no\ rrovici. any scre=iDa for AIN messaaes or pnmcte:'S.
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Pace 3. GTE's IdeDufted Harm No.5

GTrs StatemeDt:

In a pre-AIN enviromne:n all mwa.aes tYPes a= parameters IZ'I a::p1ic:itJy dc5ned within the
$'Vlitcr.:nl points with interactions as well dmne:l. In an AIN environmcm, Imerie capabilities
arc introduce: which require a new level of'meciWion.

AT&T's CbaracterizatioD of GTE's Statemeut:

In the post-IN environment, all messase types and pl:'lZftelC'S atl defined within me switchins
points as well. Ifan urncopized messqe t)"t)e or parameter is reccivecI me switeh wiJJ DOt
process it. Therefore.. appliwioD ac:reaml does a:in at an SSP aDd sa. &Iter to item~.

GTE's RespoDSe:

AT&T hu takeD OTE's commem out ofcollmC forwbich is was imeded. GTE asrees Uw if
&r. sa mums undafined and wwpporud AIN messqe typlS or pa:amcters to the SSP, then
the mCSSlics will be tither discarded or depcnCJnI upon me~ abon the call mcpt
&:lei route to 5r.al uea.t:nent. In me case ofAT&TI commem Uw a.pplic:a::ion SCfec:".inS doe.s
e:es: at .., SSP and SCP- OTE qrea trol% ifan SSP or sa rece:ved ether a quI%')' or response
mlSSlse ....ith a Sl.:bS)'Stt:n Number (SSN) ofL' &pplic:a::ioD not supponed on the pW::"orm, the
mets.z.ie "'ill be dis=a:ced or resWl in re:unm:i a rejec or mor masa;e to the ori;muor. The
SSP res-oUting ae:ion will be to abon the call ane:mpt and route t.~e calle: to 5:l.Il trwmw
(us-..aliy 120 IPM).

AIl tu.onpie of the mte.,t of On's oriFml rwem=t is as follows. In the c:ase of the cW.a.base
800 lppli~on, the Call1nS Party Number is scm to the 800 daW:lue &1=1 with the 800 DUmber
c1i&ied. The re.sponse messa.ge can rctW"n the ori;ina1 100 DUmbe: IS dialed and the Carrie: Code
to which the call is to be routed or a tramlated POTS DWDber and Ca:rie: Code to which the call
is to be routed. The CaJll.~g Party Number~ be fctUnled or changed. A1, one ofO'!'E
eX2..~;:le in~wcs.. in an IS environment, not orJy~ I destizwion &l:idress zwmbe: be TttwToe:l
:~. i c:=e:-c:'lt Callir.g Pa."l)' Swnber or changed Pm'lCY inciiwor can be mume::. In the use of
~::e :l:.a.:z.se 800 I?piia.:ion. cue: rnessa;es a.r.d ;;a."Imc:er c:ntt:nS must be re:o.:rned. In the
!:S. :':'.3..,)' c=~c::t ;:a.-amr:e:-s C&:l optior.&1ly be rr.urnr-i "'ith mmi='.ai ccme::t se:'et:".ir.i other
:r.z:: ;~otocoi SlJppo~ed values.
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Pace 3~ GTE's Identified Harm No.6

GTE's Statement:

-lXI.onpie, !11us:z:ra:e me unciui:able imm=:ions Uw =owd oc=r..imera=cns bctWeC:1 switcb-
bue::i Cl..A.SS services and AIN lhird pany a=css must be resolved.
11' t:.e SCP service Lopc r=:rns a di!'crcm aN thaD received from the oripw WIer cd the
cal! S'.:bse~\:c::uy is te:m::wed to I CLASS ==:mcr who Albscribes to Automatic Recall (AA)
am: who has 1his fwure ac::ivated. the ncrwork wowd anempt to rr.um me WI to the wrong
calle~.

Even if:he CPN number is not cha.~cd. there is the opponumt)' to moQify the P:ivaey mc=a:or
wociattd with the CPN DWDbcr. The third PartY IN service =owe! d'.anp 1he ca.i1 oriJizwon
CP~ Privacy indiwor from Private to Ppsem'riOD AllowedW

•

AT&T's Charaeterization of GTE's Statement:

-ne sv-itch overwrite the cxistins Callini pany 10 with the DC'W one it receives in a rcspOnK
meSSl@e :-om the sa. The Dew Callina pany 10 is used in sip.alinJ. but is DOt used C C'wing
L"I)' 5S? A.\1A retor:is. Although the switch cowd be cieve10ped to screen on Callini PL~ 10
or c~e: ::.z."lgtC ~L~onc:e:'S. it reteives 5'om an SCP, such develop~e."lt wowd c::~:e:' ~.e

ir.te~: c:~e An-: pa.~'ne:e:1 it retcives from an SCP, such developmem would coun:~ t.tc inte:t
of::'e A.IS sr:~.::ca=cn and c:a.11 model by placinl seMCI comrollopc back in a switch.
Rli:r:1.:S tes=g &nd robust provisioninl processes are the appropriate means to adr:i:'w the
is,s-..:e, S~ Ql.sl:'~on on {u.,":'.J1e imm.=ions in hem 2.

PriYl~ c;l.:.!e potcea]y be modified by an SCP. It could also be modified by switches in ISL"P
sig:-.&ling. whicb conveys I priva.cy indiwor and CPN. the ovenidina poim in lhe case cf"riva.cy
cl'.l."lges is t!'.l1 FCC r.J1es (parc. 64.1601) indiwe w: no =mmon c.a:rier subscribins to or
of'e:-=_'i L-:Y sCr'\i:c u.at eelivers calling "any number may overridc the priva..l' inaica:or
z.ssoc:ia:e: ',l,it.b L' ir.te."'Sta.:1 call.·

GTE's Response:

Ce:::::-::.:e: c:': nex: ~lge
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AT&T hu u:cpteci te avoid:he b~c iwe c=:ed by Gn. 1ncicpccic:: erFCC Nlas. cveD

non intentional mistakes by a:ry Wrc! pany SeMCI crmcr could DepDveiy impa= the CaIliDB
p~"':Y II) or "rivaey inciiwor. 'The rCC hz.s NIes &pim PIC slmnMS which has Dct prenm=
the practice frem occum:'1i.

AT~Ts position is Iba1 ·naorous lmini and robust prcYisioninl proceues are me appro"riate
mu.....s to address the issue·. GTE has DO ida how lmini or provisicniDl processes will solve
this issue since it 'M11 occur iD raJ time durinl eaJl processin,. In addiUcn. if'hypothc:ic:alJy a
third "any aM LEe pc:iorm camsive service testina be!ore the mini plft)' deploys the 1C'Vice.
and vries Uw under me coDdi:icns tested Ih&% me~ is DOl d'.aapd., mere =u1d be caD
scr.-.a.rios DOt tlSted Uw d'.anle the CP~. In addinon, u experienced by GtE with initial IN
ser-ice len. if'a amomer requem a modificuioD 0!1hcir scrviel. &he c:h.Mae C&D be made in a
maner OrminullS. IIQlWSC ormis cb&ftle. will it be DKISSIt')' for &he Wrd pan)' aDd GtE to
ex.."'Ute C=czWve ma:iDa? How would Gn IVCD I=ow wb&t d'.anaes baYe bee ma4e?
TuUnl and Provisieninl processa will DOt solve this issue.

AT&:TJ swcme:u 11".&t the CPN privacy ·could also be mcdi!ed by switches ...• is imJevam and
inaccurate. 'The oniy siuwion tel!ay when a rwitch meQiSes the CPN privacy IlI%US is when the
cr:iirwins calle: cXj>lic::sly tnte.-s ehhcr -67 or -82 pmuy Icgle cede to dw1ae their ddaWl
;:r:...aey in:ii:ator. 'The e&lle: is the only pany \hu has centrol erlbe CPN privacy indicator. Ari
~ se:-vice ;:ro\icier sh:l1:ld net be &ble te control this pua..-ne:c:.
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Pale 4, GTE's Identified Harm No.·'

GTE's Statement:

-U=W:iple.-\IN service ~rovidm have lC~tss 10 the SSP mum and Done oithe~.:rd ~artYs

SCP's were to 10 intO a:'l overload cof\d.iuon anc! am'l1e Ac:r cc~ucis, the ~om:rol ~ l~p1ied to
the Co~::e SSP ofSce. ..lJl AIN service ~roviders scrvi* arc impa=ed.

AT&T's CharacterizatioD of GTE's Statement:

\\"hen ail u-.ird ~any SCi' ~rovidm share the same TT, an ACG ccmrol maya6ect :thc: SCPs.
An ACG comrol u.sa the n and the 6m , diaiu oCthe GTA 10 comrol w zwmbc: oC
messqes I ...n from the SSP 10 &he sa. U'aliDl1e TT is used. any GTA with the same first 6
ciJia ",ill be as'eaed. It one TT is wisned to acb third pany sa provider. 1his is DOt an
isS'Je since u:h n will be tmiq1.Je. aDowina inCepe:nc!1Dt ccm:rols for ucb sa PfC\;cer.
Ac!clltioNJ cowols exist with the sa overload Conuel SOC ud the SMS Ori;irwed Coc!e
Controls (SOCC) aJlo",inS a work ccmef to ",,"ually or 1Ut0ma:icaDy ada;n the ACG coctrols
de?Coo::.:.ni ~pon the q\:t:')' procwiDS time. SSN and other pa:a:netm (e.l. impose j 0 c!i;it
co~::'cis ).

GTE's Response:

BUeQ :.:?C~ the C'Jr:"tn: desi~ ofAIN ACG ccmrois, AT"T is ccn'e=t in their WtSs:Tlc:'.1 ~011 in
oreer :::) avoid one third pL'"t)"S sa in overload ccnc!iuol1 from af'e::inS IN se.-vice ?fovict:'s
subscri:ers. scrame n must be wigned per n-: third pany service provider. Aef'er:o GTE's
co:r.:::c.o:u :0 Ide:ti:e:F~ j 3 prece-l..inS for an expWwiol1 ofthe issues related :0 assismntct
orn pc: ~l'ovider.

ATkTs c:m:nect :'C~ve 10 adc!ition.a1 comrols Uw~ be i:nit:Wed via SOCC does not afi'e:t
G7E's S".a:ed isS'ole i:: L":Y way. It only provides another method to for:e ':1 sa to rt:'.:r:l ACe:
cc:-:=e:s:c the SSP. T:.e ACe: issue at the SSP remains if'multiple service ';lrovide:'s are served
by ti.e s.z.::.: SS?
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Paae .., GTE's Identified Harm No.8

GTE's Statement:

-\he \hi:'d pany sa :&:1 ccm:ol the malt ac:ivaUoni de.a.=:h'&UOD (or IDy IUbscn'blt millt in
the SSP in dcp=ci= oime service provider wiped lbe aiDer. If'mwuple tmrd pmies bave
triiier access., one third pany could a::ivIleiducivate the U'iacrs associated 'lIritb another third
pL-:y'S seMce.

AT&T's CharacterizatioD or GTE's StatelDeDt:

TrilaerJ ITI provisioned by the LEe &1 the switch. A third pany IN seMce pmic!cr would ICDC!
a service under request to a LEC. and the LEC wou1d in IUm provision ml uigers OIl me
customer's liDe at the switch Oft behalf' orm. UI!rd pan)' Servicl provider. Sira SSP queries will
be seFtlateC L'DODp sa providers by 'if and queries aDd responses ITI pndseJy correWed
via uansa=ion ide:mi5e.-s, an sa provider wiiI only be able to a=ivat....de.a.c:dYll. :iaen OD
lines subscribed to it. Siftce the AIN speCScuiOD does DOt CW"l'Cm1y a110w for the sa to send
autonomous mess&!es to me SSP. sa provider could only aC'l:ivue/dea::iYlle a :iaer on lines
that &!rudy have some triner provisioned (by the I.EC) Ncb WI queries are bema sem to their
SCPo

GTE's Response:
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AT&Ts ru;:onse alll:c!es \0 the f&c: Uw ifa sepante TT vaNe is w:i;ned pc: Wrd party IN
pro\;cc:.~= Uw provider can only a=iva\eldcac::i\'ate mllcrs wocWed W:ir &sliFe:!
C'.m=me."S. nJs sweet is mcomct. AT&T also lWei WI aD sa ClDDCt ae:ui 'amcncmow
mess&les \0 the ssp·. on imcrpms mis swcma 10 mUD Uw an sa CIZmO\ W=b a query
to L;e SSP requU=1 :iller a=ivaUOD IS a rt&Dd alOftl request. AT"T response inciiClles dw
the ti-.ird panys sa C3.D only requUlI sSP to ac2\"Ilelclu.ctfva\e muen in I nor.naJ response
mW&se to an SSP oripwed query. Tbis is also incorrect. An sa can mate a ~c:y mess&se
to the SSP fC=lUarina :iller aaivadonlde.a.=ivuion.

In crGer for an sa to eomrollbe a=ivaDoftldca.=iva:ioft IWUS of'a U'iallf. me :iger must 5m
be ;:rovisioned on a subscriber liDe. The muer usipem will occur dwinl1he muer
provisio:in; proee.ss. ODeeme mller is prcMsiODed. m. saI via IIftIri; IN capabUitia., can
am'l1e or du=ivale the viuer Oft a real dme basis.

Eve.'\ ifa sepame TT value is usiped per third parry IN lCYiee prDVider. a UIini pany....m still
have the ability 10 contrOl any subsc:n1>ers viUers FOYisioDid within me SSP. nc17 is only
use: to fOUl. Ibe query 1auDched!om me SSP to the ecmct sa. The IN applic:aziOD (i.,., AIN
0.1) of the SSP tha: 1a=ched Ibe query usisns I Subsystem Number (SSN). Tbis SSN is Ibe
u=.e {or all AlN 0.1 queries oripwed by the lWhen indep=dcm cfw n value wiped to Ibe
w~iie: C:-:te::~ )J] response messaies &om aD sas will echo this value back to the SSP t!'.a1
:a~:.::ee the query. The SCP does not utilize this value for IN service proce:ssm;. It is mcre!y
~se: i:~ l.'e response cw.a.se to ide.-uify the applic:a:iOZl processinS feqWreQ bw to the se:cii::S
SS? (Re!:::::ce Grrs Id=iSed Ha:m jf 3)

Ba.seQ u~=n \.be C'.::TC:lt cesign or).IN ACO ecmrcls, AT"T is eorrec't in their assessment t!w in
orc=: to avoid one tJ:.::Q ;:m)"s SCP in ovcrloa.d CCnCiCOZl &om d'e=ing other IN seMce
pro\ide:'S' s-.:bSC'ibe.'"S., seplJ'l1e 17 =sst be usiped per IN tb1rd pany IC'Yice provide:. R.tf'cr
to GTE's CC:mDCU 10 IdemiSed Harm jf 3 preceding for an cxpWwion ollhe issues reWed 10

1SS:~J:le:tern pc: provider.

AT&Ts c:::".::'1ent re!a:i\'e to aciditionaJ c:c::trOls 1ha.t~ be initWed via SOCC does not de::
:.Io:e ~7E :sS"~e ir. &::y ~·ay. It orJy provides another rne:hod to force &."1 SCP to re:'J."':l ACG

! ::::=::s t: ::': S5? ~e ACO issue at the SSP re:r.ai:a if'multiple se:"Yice r:ovice:-s re se:-ved
I ~-. :S?I ~ - .
l
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Pale 4, GTE's Idend.fied Harm No.9 .
GTE's Statement:

There are major billln; related issues Uw =m be a&!d.rased.•.1D a.cldiUOZl., the AIN ICZ'Vicc can
contrOl the Charie Number used for bilUD; purposes eq\JMJcm to ANI in c Non-AIN!SS7
en'-.:onmct. With th::c pany AIN access, lbe third pany hu direct eomrcl of lbe Cbarse
Number.

AT&T's Characterization of GTE's Statement:

The sa CaD potcuiaDy cbaftle the Charp Number. Tbc ScaDiliIy aim til IN to lUow the
cremoD and oe-wa ofbmiDl number seMCII to amomn. For 1lCImP1e. alllec:r:iYa coUec=
call a::eptIDce ICI"Yicc would 1U01ft' • 1Ubacn"b1f to choose the a.Uers !'om whom to accept c:alls.
The switch ovmvme the c:ds:inS Charle Number for the caJl with the vaJue h rlCli". from the
sa in a rapozae mcssaae. The Dew Charae Number is used in sipallna but is Dot used in
cru:i:'1i any SSP AMo\ rKOrcis. ISOP si;zWina. used to siF&1 betWeen rwitd1es today, also
eo::\'eys Charge Number womwion which switches Ilona lbe way eowd pOtentialJy change.

GTE's Response:

Ou's oriJim1 comme:ns r.m Uw t.~e third pany ca:1 contr'Cl the Cbrae Number. AT&T's
swe:nct Uw the SCP can ·potcm:Wly· ~~e Ibis parameter should a=a1Jy read ·can
ch&:ge·. ConC"l."Y to AT&,..s eomm=u the Cbarle Number is -u.sed. to crate SSP AMA
billing r~.:~Cs. In &.c-... Uw is the oNy purpose for this plI"Imcter. Tbis pmmettr is used by
tXCs to bill calls in ther ncrwort- The billing oCIXCs wi.lJ be impa=cd if'&D mcoJTeCt or izMlid
Chuge Number were sem to them.

The Cha.'ie Number issue was identified by GTE IS an example ofa billina issue. From Grrs
~e~s?e:-J\'e,billing rellte: is~1S are much more cc:p!cx and serious thin just euJing \\ith the
Cr.z:gt NI.::nbe~ pL~e:er. The isS'oJlS imp&ct hew GTE will crwe billing reecrCs to bill tl-.ird
pz.-.:es for their ac::ss to iu~ c:a.pa.bilities. These re::lres must either be reeor:ed &% the SSP or
&S I mediation fI.lnC::cn.
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Pale 4, BeU Atlantic's Identified Harm So. 10

BeU Atlantic's Statement:

Bcll Atlantic d=onstr11ed Wt AT&T's a1JeSltion Uw mediatiorJ is unne:cssazy is iDccrre= by
citi:g • rc?on orus GovtnUnCftt'S National Communications Systems.

AT&T's Characterization orBelJ Atlantic's Statement:

The rej)cn is a reccmmCftda:ion by the omCI olm. Manlier, 1'o:auozW Ce===i=cDS
Sysa:r.s WtSSmi 1lw mere is a security risk sherefore OMNCS showd allDtia1Jy become I
thiro-pany provider by 0WDin& its own sa. and have -tiJbtcr eOrJucl ever iu pb)'siw le=w'ity
.nvircn:nct and rrwer comrol over the desip aDd ccZlStNction erm. SCP.-
AT&T Ex Pane 4/10196

BeU Atlantic's Response:

BeU Awtic CtmCnstrIled Uw independent lovcnlme:nalllenc:y CXj)C:U recognize ..~d
acioowiedg= the same seewity 'concerns Uw Bell A1lam:ic has voiced in its Ex Pane .:i:l·np.
AT&T ~·.~wes ~e te=.t.·,,:~y C~rJccms of this rCj)on by dra'\\ini anction to the ccn:;::sion oi
:be ~e;:c:-. :."'~ O~n-;CS showd own iu SCPs so it an have bct:' e=m:rol over its cmmy.

The in::.:.s::-,," would be bener served un focused on she anaJys:s' conclusions Uw thm an ::.ajor
se:-:::y c::r.:e.-::.s ~d -[adding] tl-.ird-pany SCPs to she nr.wcric hI.s me potcm:i&l to ope."\ \:p the
nr.work := I host ofnrw se:uriTy problems t.ha1 '\\i11 cUreaJy a5ect the ime;rity of me nerwork.·
Be~l A!lL"':~e Ex p!."'!c 10127/95
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Pale 4. Bell Atlantic's Identified Harm No. 11

BeU Atlantic's Statement:

AT&Ts dai:n W1 only miDima1 mr:dia:ion Nnc:ions are reqWId to provide third-parry a.cccss to
AIN trhiWes the complexities required to impl== multiple seMel providers' accas to AIN.

AT&T's Characterization or Bell Atlantic's Statement:

AT&T W:newlediCS U.&1 S'tPs lack dc:ient secwity sc:recninI for sec:urt lrIIDII=em of
TCAP mcssqes. However, AT"T IUgcstI Vw SSP and sa mor procechns are deem to
provide robust medWion c:apabwties_I a:istinI deployed lIdmoloJ)'.

BeU Atlantic's Response:

Bell AUa:::ic is IWIr' o!inmncesor~ ac:as to Ioc:al and lenl dimnce IlmtiClrks
ICTOSS the SS7 DetWOrk. resulCi in the unamhorized p:hcrinl ofc:radit canS and se=wity
irJ'c:ma.tion. Therefore, AT"Ts dwacteriza:ion =-==1 DetWOrk element medil.tion
~::icn S'wficie::ey is net corre=o..

AT&:T coes acbewieese tha1 S'tPs &lone ca:mot provide the TCAP~ Dor provide t.~e

ne:e:sa.ry sec.::l~·. Bell AtlImic and the Commission must coDclude Vw AT"T now rWi%es
a.'U! lCktcwledies t!'.a: r.r.worx sea:rlty &t a Ill""')' STPs are insufSciem to prete:: w
networks, espe:W1)' u the ·cc~ and comrcl· message level for mWtiple Fl"'id=-s, or me
mc-.=bent I.!C i.-:~~ce:-'''1e=icnwithout medWio%l. Tbis is Iloed 5m Step. :Besides. it is hip)'
\mlikel)' (and unwise) Uw I third parry service provider imercozmect AIN Derworks witho~"t

s~~!y protecting iu DetWork.

The nex: S':ti' is to mvestiget whlt is necessary to assure the security ohmvork providers .
Ths C2.'1 best be l:::m?lished t.lo.roup the IN Project proposed by the Joint LEes. Thrcugb
?r:ici;a::cn i:. :roe IN Proje:: AT"T ca.n ciiscovcr. f:'St hand. the potemial risk to in ne:worx by
~~:'~'='':'::'-:i se:-'::::y, z.s well a.s wilting in dete..:i:~ir.i the lppropria:e levels ofse:-.::lry
~e:~ss.ary ~o ~:-ete:: aJ ?ro\;ce:-s' netWOrU.
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Pace 5. BeU Atlantic's Identified Harm So. 12

Bell Atlantic's Statement:

·Security, fc.mz:e U1tcrlaion mama==l and provisiomna S)'S'lem d,cvelopmcm raqWred tel
f.ac=.1iwe q save and &5ective access rystcm felT 'softwarc driven ncrwork. which ==dcs AlN,
is , major UDdc:na.lCnS.•

AT&T's Characterization of BeU Atlantic's Statement:

Bcll SOlJth propelS's. in iu Pan 69 waiver request. WI ·uiDer interactiOD difl5cuh:ies, iDdudinS
thosc mvolvinl :-.::renl service off'eriDp, will be addressed dwina the fcmn prcMs:ionina
procus.•

Bell Atlantic's Response:

It is lood felr AT&T to reco;nizc the 150m OhD inc:umbcm LEe to seek Dew market
oppcnurmes. albeit with a j:ropriewy SMS meewed access impleme:utien. 11 is appropriate
fOT the Cc:mnission to recoVoiu tha1 this propricu:y SMS mcdWed ac:ess implr.ncmatien docs
:1ot e~l.We to the !ree rei;n eve:- the sipaJins Dc:work for AIN mlSu;ina and =iDe access W1
AT&T l:.as prcj:ose:i. Neither docs it imimale Uw all incumbent LEes impiemcm the same
h.a:'C\\wc':softwa:e ~e:ns. SMS meawed access must be ;:-ocmed to opcra:e with the
in:-.:.-:-.be:: LEes network, the ope::'lticzW suppon systems anc! the business processes., which
d.i:'e:- iroc LEe to LEe.
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Pace 54 Bell Atlantic's IdenUfied Harm No. 13

Bell Atlantic:'s Statement:

Cc.-=ca:icn can be d'e=ive oDly for ncn-ru11:ime medWion. however, ru1 time meciil:icn is
also reqWe~ fer AJN security me! reliability safe;uarcl.s.

AT&T's Chaneterization or Bell Atlantic's Statement:

The idemi£:a:ion ofaddi:iozW ruJ mne mediuion, over and beyond dw alrudy in place in IN
netwOrks e!emc:ns bas DOl been dc5ned.

BeU Atlantic's Response:

AT&T is mcoma. 'I'he Wc:muion Indumy I j';SOD Committee (ItLC) bu • ask FWP
mar.asml issue 05~; • D,fmjrio1J tJNi t:rl,,~ /Df P1l:am,nI ofUri=! rtrll1'CtJl'rMcrion
M,dianon F~nD1U" &S one cfiu hems. It is appropriate to observe that the work oftl'js
gro~i> is nW'ir.g 5.n&1i.z.uio~ lsNe 052 has me foDowiba &S its issue 1WI:ZZ1e:m:

-Some pz."'ties have r=oFized the need for meciW:ion in an cnviromDcm oflo;ical
ir.~e:-eer..":~cn 'o\it.h muUi;cl nmvork C&pabWties or pWforms, by multiple provicers. )..'1

ir.:~r.r-,· \iew is n=~ ofwhu constiMes meciWion and wb&t are the apprcpria.1e tri:c:ia for
de:e.-::::::i::s where I:':"or how it should be ac:ompllshed.•

BeU ~::~ cbser-.'tS to~.I1 this issue lum has AT&Ts rcpramw:ive u Us co-ehampio~

AdCitior.ally, The !'erwork R.t1i&bility Co\mCil, 1lI1iability lssues-ehDPa Tec!mololies Fo=.a
GrO\,lP'S Advtm&,d Intelligent N,twork Sub"am F'iNJJ /Upon ide:mined media:z:ion £==0=.1 or
me:ilted leeess. BtU A1W:tic also notes W1 AT"T his chosca tel ipsore the myriad ofEx
Pa::e t'illr.gs o\'er to':e put seven! )'ears Uw have idemi5ed DetWork sec:uriry, rcUabwry, funzre
inte:-ac:ior. isS'.:es IS wei! IS the conct::1 for propriewy ofinf'onnWol:l ofaIl service i'micc."S
a~::ss:r.i ::'e sz.::~e ~~ork e!e::-.cu. AJ BeU A11&ntic noted in its response to Icic=::fed Hz..-:n
;: 1j. :.:'c IS P:ej~ ·",ill fac:lliate ic~t:f;a:ion ofneeeed meQWion Nnc:ions.


